court psychology psychiatric
evaluation

court psychology psychiatric evaluation is a crucial intersection of the
legal and mental health systems, playing a vital role in ensuring justice 1is
served fairly and with an understanding of the human element involved. This
comprehensive evaluation, conducted by forensic psychologists and
psychiatrists, delves into an individual's mental state to assist courts in
making informed decisions across a spectrum of legal proceedings. From
determining competency to stand trial to assessing risk in sentencing, these
evaluations provide expert opinions that are indispensable. We will explore
the intricacies of these assessments, their various applications, the
methodologies employed by professionals, and the impact they have on legal
outcomes. Understanding the process and purpose behind a court psychology
psychiatric evaluation is essential for anyone involved in the legal system
or curious about its humanistic applications.
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Understanding Court Psychology Psychiatric
Evaluations

A court psychology psychiatric evaluation is a specialized assessment
designed to understand an individual's mental health within the context of a
legal case. It's not just about diagnosing a condition; it's about
understanding how that condition might affect an individual's behavior,
decision-making capacity, or their ability to participate meaningfully in
legal proceedings. These evaluations bridge the gap between the complexities
of the human mind and the demands of the justice system, offering a crucial
perspective that legal professionals may not possess independently.

Imagine a judge needing to decide if someone truly understood the

consequences of their actions, or if they are capable of assisting their own
defense. This is where the expertise of a forensic mental health professional
comes into play. They are trained to look beyond the surface, uncovering the
intricate details of a person's psychological landscape and translating them



into actionable insights for the court. The insights gained are often
critical in shaping the direction of a case, influencing everything from bail
decisions to sentencing recommendations.

The Role of Forensic Mental Health
Professionals

Forensic mental health professionals, including forensic psychologists and
forensic psychiatrists, are uniquely qualified to conduct court psychology
psychiatric evaluations. They possess a dual expertise, combining in-depth
knowledge of mental illness and psychological principles with a robust
understanding of legal standards and court procedures. Their role is to act
as neutral, objective experts, providing an unbiased assessment of an
individual's mental state.

These professionals are essentially translators, converting complex
psychological findings into language that is understandable and relevant to
legal practitioners and the court. They don't advocate for one side or the
other; their primary duty is to the truth as they ascertain it through their
scientific and clinical assessments. This neutrality is paramount to the
integrity of the judicial process, ensuring that decisions are based on
accurate information, not on emotional appeals or legal maneuvering alone.

Qualifications and Training

Becoming a forensic mental health professional involves extensive education
and specialized training. This typically includes doctoral degrees in
psychology (Ph.D. or Psy.D.) with a forensic specialization, or medical
degrees (M.D.) with a psychiatry residency and a fellowship in forensic
psychiatry. Beyond academic credentials, significant practical experience in
forensic settings, supervised by seasoned professionals, is essential. This
ensures they are not only knowledgeable but also adept at applying their
expertise in real-world legal scenarios.

The training goes beyond general clinical practice. Forensic professionals
learn about legal concepts such as mens rea (guilty mind), competency,
criminal responsibility, and risk assessment. They are taught how to conduct
specialized evaluations, interpret psychological tests within a legal
framework, and effectively communicate their findings in written reports and
court testimony. This specialized skill set distinguishes them from general
practitioners and equips them for the unique demands of court psychology
psychiatric evaluations.



Ethical Responsibilities

The ethical responsibilities of forensic mental health professionals are
stringent and central to their work. They are bound by professional codes of
conduct that emphasize objectivity, confidentiality (within legal limits),
and competence. When conducting a court psychology psychiatric evaluation,
their primary obligation is to the court and the pursuit of justice, not to
the individual being evaluated or the party requesting the evaluation.

This means they must avoid dual relationships, maintain impartiality, and
accurately report their findings, even if those findings are unfavorable to
the party who retained their services. Transparency throughout the evaluation
process is also a key ethical tenet. They must clearly explain the purpose of
the evaluation, their role, and how the information will be used, ensuring
the individual understands the proceedings to the best of their ability.

Key Purposes of Psychiatric Evaluations in
Court

Psychiatric evaluations serve a multitude of critical functions within the
legal system, providing insights that are fundamental to the fair
administration of justice. These evaluations are not a one-size-fits-all
solution but are tailored to address specific legal questions that arise in a
case. Their primary goal is to offer an expert opinion on an individual's
mental state at a particular point in time, shedding light on aspects that
may be obscure to legal professionals alone.

Without these evaluations, many legal decisions would be made in a vacuum of
understanding regarding the psychological underpinnings of behavior. They
allow the court to consider mitigating factors, assess potential risks, and
ensure that individuals are treated equitably within the framework of the
law. The information provided can profoundly influence the trajectory of a
case and its ultimate resolution.

Competency to Stand Trial

One of the most common reasons for a court psychology psychiatric evaluation
is to assess a defendant's competency to stand trial. This legal standard
requires that an individual must have a rational understanding of the
proceedings against them and be able to assist their attorney in their own
defense. If a defendant is found incompetent, their trial cannot proceed
until their competency is restored, often through treatment.



The evaluation looks at various aspects of cognitive functioning, including
the ability to understand the charges, the roles of court personnel, the
potential consequences of a conviction, and the capacity to communicate
effectively with legal counsel. It's a crucial safeguard to ensure that
individuals are not prosecuted when they are unable to meaningfully
participate in their own defense, upholding principles of due process and
fundamental fairness.

Criminal Responsibility and Insanity Defense

Another significant application is determining an individual's criminal
responsibility at the time of an alleged offense, often related to the
insanity defense. This type of evaluation examines whether a mental disease
or defect prevented the defendant from understanding the nature or
wrongfulness of their actions. It delves into the defendant's mental state
leading up to, during, and immediately after the commission of the crime.

The evaluation considers whether the defendant knew what they were doing and
if they understood that their actions were legally and morally wrong. This is
distinct from competency to stand trial, as it pertains to the defendant's
mental state at the time of the offense, not their current mental state. The
findings of such an evaluation can significantly impact the verdict and
subsequent sentencing.

Risk Assessment for Sentencing and Parole

Court psychology psychiatric evaluations are also vital in assessing an
individual's risk of reoffending, which is crucial for sentencing and parole
decisions. This involves evaluating factors that may increase or decrease the
likelihood of future criminal behavior. The goal is to inform judges and
parole boards about the potential danger an individual might pose to the
community.

Professionals consider a range of elements, including the individual's
history of violence, the presence of specific psychological disorders, their
insight into their past behavior, their response to treatment, and their
social support systems. This risk assessment aims to balance public safety
with the potential for rehabilitation and the individual's rights.

Child Custody and Family Law

In family law cases, particularly those involving child custody disputes,
psychiatric evaluations can be utilized to assess the mental fitness of



parents. The court's paramount concern in these matters is the best interest
of the child, and evaluations can provide objective insights into a parent's
psychological state, their parenting abilities, and their capacity to provide
a stable and nurturing environment.

These evaluations might examine issues such as parental alienation,
allegations of abuse or neglect, substance abuse issues, or severe mental
health disorders that could impact a child's well-being. The aim is to equip
the court with the necessary information to make sound decisions regarding
the care and custody of children, ensuring their safety and development.

Types of Court Psychology Psychiatric
Evaluations

The broad umbrella of court psychology psychiatric evaluations encompasses
several distinct types, each designed to address specific legal questions.
The nature of the evaluation is dictated by the stage of the legal process
and the particular issue the court needs to resolve. Understanding these

different types is key to appreciating the nuanced role these assessments

play.

From initial assessments of a defendant's mental capacity to complex
evaluations of long-term risk, these specialized evaluations provide the
bedrock for informed legal decision-making. The specificity of each type
ensures that the court receives the most relevant and targeted information to
guide its proceedings and judgments.

Competency Evaluations

As mentioned earlier, competency evaluations are specifically focused on
determining whether a defendant understands the legal proceedings against
them and can assist in their defense. This type of evaluation is conducted
during the pre-trial phase and is critical for ensuring due process. It
scrutinizes the individual's current mental state and cognitive abilities in
relation to legal standards.

The evaluator will assess factors such as the defendant's comprehension of
the charges, the potential penalties, the roles of the judge, jury, and
attorneys, and their ability to communicate relevant information to their
legal counsel. This is a forward-looking assessment, focused on the
individual's present capacity to engage with the legal system.



Criminal Responsibility Evaluations (Mental State at
the Time of the Offense)

These evaluations, often colloquially referred to as "insanity defense
evaluations," focus on the defendant's mental state at the precise time the
alleged crime was committed. The legal standard for insanity varies by
jurisdiction but generally hinges on whether the defendant, due to a mental
disease or defect, lacked the capacity to understand the nature or
wrongfulness of their conduct.

This requires a retrospective analysis, where the evaluator attempts to
reconstruct the defendant's mental state through interviews, historical
records, and collateral information. It’s a complex task, as it involves
assessing past mental states based on present evidence and the defendant's
recall, which can be unreliable.

Risk Assessment Evaluations

Risk assessment evaluations are conducted to predict the likelihood of an
individual engaging in future dangerous behavior. These are frequently used
in sentencing, parole hearings, and in cases involving sexually violent
predators. The goal is to provide the court or parole board with an informed
opinion on the level of risk the individual poses to public safety.

These evaluations utilize a combination of actuarial tools (statistical
instruments based on group data) and clinical judgment to assess static risk
factors (unchanging, like past criminal history) and dynamic risk factors
(amenable to change, like substance abuse or cognitive distortions). The aim
is to inform decisions about confinement, supervision, and treatment
interventions.

Forensic Neuropsychological Evaluations

Forensic neuropsychological evaluations are a specialized subset of
evaluations that focus on the relationship between brain function and
behavior, particularly in a legal context. They are used to assess cognitive
deficits resulting from brain injury, developmental disorders, or
neurological conditions that may impact an individual's legal functioning.

These evaluations involve detailed assessments of memory, attention,
executive functions, and other cognitive abilities, often using standardized
neuropsychological tests. The findings are then interpreted in relation to
legal questions, such as competency, capacity to contract, or the extent to
which a neurological impairment may have contributed to criminal behavior.



The Evaluation Process: What to Expect

Undergoing a court psychology psychiatric evaluation can be an intimidating
experience, but understanding the process can help alleviate some of the
anxiety. The evaluation is a structured and systematic process designed to
gather comprehensive information about an individual's mental health and its
relevance to legal proceedings. It's crucial to approach the evaluation with
honesty and cooperation to ensure accurate and fair outcomes.

The entire process is carefully managed to ensure that all relevant
information is collected and analyzed rigorously. Each step is designed to
provide the court with a complete picture of the individual's psychological
landscape as it pertains to the legal questions at hand. Preparation and
understanding are key for individuals navigating this process.

Initial Contact and Referral

The process typically begins with a referral from the court, an attorney, or
a probation department. The evaluator will receive a court order or a formal
request outlining the specific legal questions that need to be addressed.
This referral document serves as the foundation for the evaluation, guiding
the evaluator's focus and scope of inquiry.

Before the first appointment, the evaluator will review the referral
information and any available background documents, such as police reports,
medical records, or previous psychological evaluations. This preliminary
review helps the evaluator formulate initial hypotheses and plan the
assessment strategy.

Interviews

The core of the evaluation involves one or more in-depth interviews with the
individual being assessed. These interviews are structured to gather
information about the individual's personal history, family background,
educational and employment history, medical and psychiatric history,
substance use, and details related to the legal matter at hand. The evaluator
will explore the individual's thoughts, feelings, and behaviors.

The interviewer will employ a variety of techniques, including open-ended
questions to encourage detailed responses and specific probes to clarify
information. They are observing not only what is said but also how it is
said, noting the individual's affect, thought process, and overall demeanor.
Maintaining a neutral and empathetic demeanor is crucial to foster trust and
encourage open communication.



Psychological Testing

In addition to interviews, a court psychology psychiatric evaluation often
involves the administration of standardized psychological tests. These tests
are designed to objectively measure various aspects of personality, cognitive
functioning, emotional state, and mental disorders. The choice of tests will
depend on the specific questions the evaluation is intended to answer.

Tests can range from personality inventories (like the MMPI) that assess a
broad spectrum of traits and psychopathology, to cognitive tests that measure
intelligence, memory, and executive functions. Projective tests (like the
Rorschach inkblot test) may also be used to explore unconscious processes and
underlying personality dynamics. These objective measures provide valuable
data that complements the subjective information gathered during interviews.

Collateral Information Gathering

To ensure a comprehensive understanding, evaluators often seek collateral
information from third parties. This can include interviews with family
members, friends, correctional staff, treatment providers, or previous
employers. It may also involve reviewing legal documents, medical records,
school reports, and other relevant documentation.

This step is vital for corroborating the individual's self-report and
providing a more complete and objective picture of their behavior and mental
state across different contexts. Discrepancies between self-report and
collateral information can be significant findings in themselves, offering
clues about the individual's insight, honesty, or potential attempts to
deceive.

Report Writing and Testimony

Following the data collection phase, the forensic mental health professional
meticulously synthesizes all the gathered information into a comprehensive
written report. This report details the evaluation process, findings,
diagnostic impressions (if any), and provides expert opinions on the specific
legal questions posed in the referral. The report is written in clear,
objective language, avoiding jargon where possible, and is supported by the
evidence gathered.

In many cases, the evaluator may also be required to testify in court. This
involves presenting their findings under oath, explaining their
methodologies, and answering questions from the judge, attorneys, and
potentially the jury. The ability to communicate complex psychological



concepts effectively and withstand cross-examination is a critical skill for
forensic professionals.

Methodologies and Tools Used

The effectiveness and validity of a court psychology psychiatric evaluation
hinge on the rigorous application of sound scientific methodologies and
appropriate assessment tools. Forensic professionals are trained to employ a
diverse arsenal of techniques, each chosen to best address the specific legal
questions at hand. The goal is always to obtain the most accurate and
reliable information possible.

The selection and application of these tools are not arbitrary; they are
guided by established principles of forensic psychology and psychiatry,
ensuring that the evaluation is both scientifically sound and legally
relevant. This systematic approach is what lends credibility to the findings
and allows them to be a valuable resource for the court.

Clinical Interviewing Techniques

Clinical interviewing is the cornerstone of any psychiatric evaluation.
Forensic professionals utilize structured, semi-structured, and unstructured
interview techniques. Structured interviews follow a predefined set of
questions and probes, ensuring that all relevant areas are covered
consistently across individuals. Semi-structured interviews offer more
flexibility, allowing the evaluator to deviate from a script to explore
emergent themes or inconsistencies.

Unstructured interviews are the most flexible but are typically used in
initial exploratory phases or for less complex evaluations. The evaluator
pays close attention to verbal and non-verbal communication, assessing the
individual's affect, thought content, thought process, judgment, insight, and
memory. This observational data is as important as the spoken words.

Standardized Psychological and Neuropsychological
Tests

A wide array of standardized tests are employed to quantify psychological
constructs and cognitive abilities. These include:

e Personality Inventories: Such as the Minnesota Multiphasic Personality
Inventory (MMPI-3) or the Personality Assessment Inventory (PAI), which



help identify personality traits and psychopathology.

e Cognitive Tests: Including measures of intelligence (e.g., Wechsler
Adult Intelligence Scale - WAIS-IV), memory (e.g., Wechsler Memory Scale
- WMS-1IV), attention, and executive functions (e.g., Wisconsin Card
Sorting Test). These are crucial for competency and diminished capacity
evaluations.

e Symptom Validity Tests: Designed to detect feigning or exaggeration of
symptoms, important in legal contexts where incentives to malinger may
exist.

* Forensic-Specific Instruments: Such as risk assessment tools (e.g., the
Historical, Clinical, and Risk Management-20, Version 3 [HCR-20V3]) or
instruments assessing sexual offender risk (e.g., the Static-99R).

The selection of tests is guided by the referral question, the individual's
background, and the psychometric properties of the instruments themselves.
Proper administration and scoring are critical for the validity of the
results.

Diagnostic Tools and Classification Systems

Professionals rely on established diagnostic systems to categorize mental
health conditions. The most widely used is the Diagnostic and Statistical
Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM-5-TR) published by the American Psychiatric
Association. This manual provides criteria for diagnosing a wide range of
mental disorders.

In addition to the DSM-5-TR, forensic professionals may also consider other
classification systems or diagnostic frameworks relevant to their specific
evaluations. The accurate application of these diagnostic tools is
fundamental to understanding the presence and nature of any mental health
conditions that may be impacting the individual's legal functioning.

Challenges and Ethical Considerations

Conducting court psychology psychiatric evaluations is a complex undertaking
fraught with inherent challenges and significant ethical considerations.
Forensic professionals must navigate the intersection of psychological
science, legal principles, and human behavior with utmost care and integrity.
The stakes are high, and any misstep can have profound consequences for the
individuals involved and the administration of justice.



These challenges demand a commitment to the highest ethical standards and a
continuous pursuit of professional development. The goal is always to provide
an objective, evidence-based assessment that contributes positively to the
legal process, even when faced with difficult circumstances.

Objectivity and Bias

Maintaining objectivity is paramount in forensic evaluations. Evaluators must
guard against personal biases, conscious or unconscious, that could influence
their interpretations. This includes biases related to race, ethnicity,
gender, socioeconomic status, or prior beliefs about the individual or the
legal system. The pressure from attorneys or parties involved to produce a
desired outcome can also be a source of bias.

To mitigate bias, professionals adhere to rigorous scientific methodologies,
rely on empirical data, and engage in peer consultation. They are trained to
acknowledge potential biases and take steps to counteract them, ensuring that
their conclusions are based solely on the evidence gathered during the
evaluation. Transparency about potential conflicts of interest is also a
critical ethical requirement.

Confidentiality and Its Limits

Confidentiality is a cornerstone of the therapeutic relationship, but in
forensic evaluations, it operates under different rules. While professionals
strive to maintain confidentiality, there are legal limits. For instance, if
an individual expresses intent to harm themselves or others, or if there is
evidence of child abuse or neglect, the evaluator may have a legal duty to
report this information to the appropriate authorities.

Furthermore, the findings of a court psychology psychiatric evaluation are
typically submitted to the court and may become part of the public record.
Individuals being evaluated must be informed of these limits on
confidentiality at the outset of the assessment to ensure they understand how
their information will be used and who will have access to it.

Reliability and Validity of Assessments

Ensuring the reliability (consistency) and validity (accuracy) of assessments
is a continuous concern. Psychological constructs are complex, and their
measurement can be challenging. Evaluators must select assessment tools that
have established psychometric properties and are appropriate for the
population being assessed and the legal questions being addressed.



The interpretation of test results requires significant expertise. A score on
a psychological test is not an end in itself but must be integrated with
interview data, collateral information, and clinical judgment. The evaluator
must be able to articulate the limitations of the assessments used and the
potential sources of error or uncertainty in their findings.

The Adversarial Nature of the Legal System

The adversarial nature of the legal system can create significant challenges
for forensic evaluators. Attorneys on opposing sides may seek to emphasize or
downplay certain aspects of the evaluation to support their case. This can
lead to pressure on the evaluator to tailor their findings, which is a direct
violation of ethical principles.

Forensic professionals must remain steadfast in their commitment to
objectivity, providing a balanced and evidence-based report regardless of
which party requested the evaluation. Their role is to provide expert opinion
to the court, not to advocate for either side. This can make them targets for
criticism or attempts to discredit their findings, underscoring the
importance of thorough and defensible methodology.

The Impact of Evaluations on Legal Proceedings

The findings from court psychology psychiatric evaluations exert a profound
influence on the trajectory and outcome of legal cases. They provide a
crucial layer of understanding that can significantly shape judicial
decisions, from initial determinations to final sentencing. Without this
specialized insight, the justice system would be operating with a
considerable blind spot regarding the human element.

The impact extends beyond individual cases, contributing to the evolving
understanding of mental health within the legal framework. These evaluations
ensure that the justice system is not only about rules and statutes but also
about fairness, proportionality, and an informed consideration of the
complexities of the human psyche.

Informing Judicial Decisions

Judges rely heavily on the expert opinions provided in psychiatric
evaluations to make informed decisions. For example, in competency
evaluations, a finding of incompetence can lead to a stay of proceedings and
a focus on treatment. In criminal responsibility evaluations, a finding of
not guilty by reason of insanity can result in a commitment to a psychiatric



facility rather than incarceration.

In sentencing, risk assessments can guide decisions about probation, parole,
or the type and duration of treatment programs. In family law, evaluations of
parental fitness directly influence custody and visitation orders. The
objectivity and clarity of the evaluation report are therefore critical for
judges to fulfill their duties responsibly.

Influencing Plea Bargains and Case Settlements

The information derived from a court psychology psychiatric evaluation can
also significantly impact plea negotiations and out-of-court settlements. If
an evaluation reveals significant mental health issues that impaired a
defendant's judgment or capacity, this can strengthen their position in
seeking a reduced sentence or a plea to a lesser charge.

Conversely, a risk assessment indicating a high likelihood of recidivism
might encourage a defendant to accept a plea agreement to avoid a harsher
sentence after trial. In civil cases, such as personal injury claims
involving psychological damages, evaluations help quantify losses and
facilitate settlements that are perceived as fair by both parties.

Shaping Rehabilitation and Treatment Plans

Beyond punitive measures, these evaluations are instrumental in designing
effective rehabilitation and treatment plans. By identifying specific
psychological disorders, cognitive deficits, or behavioral patterns,
professionals can tailor interventions to address the root causes of
problematic behavior. This is crucial for reducing recidivism and promoting
successful reintegration into society.

For instance, a comprehensive evaluation might recommend specific therapeutic
modalities, medication management, anger management programs, or substance
abuse treatment. The goal is to equip individuals with the tools and support
they need to address their mental health challenges and avoid future legal
entanglements.

Enhancing Public Safety

Ultimately, the insights gained from court psychology psychiatric evaluations
contribute to enhancing public safety. By accurately assessing risk factors
and informing decisions about incarceration, supervision, and treatment, the
legal system can better protect communities from individuals who pose a



significant threat. This is achieved through a more nuanced understanding of
mental health and its role in criminal behavior.

The ability to identify individuals who require intensive intervention or
long-term supervision, while also recognizing those who are amenable to
rehabilitation, allows for a more targeted and effective approach to public
safety. It moves beyond a purely punitive model to one that incorporates
evidence-based strategies for managing risk and promoting positive change.

Frequently Asked Questions about Court Psychology
Psychiatric Evaluations

Q: What is the primary goal of a court psychology
psychiatric evaluation?

A: The primary goal is to provide the court with an expert, objective opinion
on an individual's mental state and how it relates to specific legal
questions in a case, such as competency to stand trial, criminal
responsibility, or risk assessment.

Q: Who conducts a court psychology psychiatric
evaluation?

A: These evaluations are conducted by licensed forensic psychologists or
forensic psychiatrists, who have specialized training in both mental health
and the legal system.

Q: How long does a court psychology psychiatric
evaluation typically take?

A: The duration can vary significantly depending on the complexity of the
case and the individual's needs, but it can range from several hours of
direct assessment over multiple sessions to weeks or months for extensive
evaluations that involve gathering extensive collateral information.

Q: What is the difference between a competency
evaluation and a criminal responsibility evaluation?

A: A competency evaluation assesses an individual's current mental state to
determine if they understand legal proceedings and can assist in their
defense. A criminal responsibility evaluation assesses their mental state at
the time of the alleged offense to determine if they understood the nature or
wrongfulness of their actions.



Q: Will my medical history be included in the
evaluation?

A: Yes, your medical and psychiatric history are crucial components of the
evaluation, as past conditions and treatments can provide important context
for your current mental state and behavior.

Q: What happens if I am found not competent to stand
trial?

A: If found not competent, your trial will typically be suspended, and you
will likely be ordered to undergo psychiatric treatment to restore your
competency. Once competency is restored, proceedings can resume.

Q: How does a court psychology psychiatric
evaluation affect sentencing?

A: Evaluations can inform sentencing by providing information about an
individual's risk of reoffending, their amenability to treatment, or
potential mitigating factors related to their mental health. This helps
judges make more informed decisions about appropriate punishments and
rehabilitation programs.

Q: Can I refuse to participate in a court psychology
psychiatric evaluation?

A: In many legal contexts, especially criminal cases where the defendant's
mental state is at issue, refusing a court-ordered evaluation can have
negative consequences, such as the court drawing adverse inferences or
proceeding without the benefit of your input. Your attorney can advise you on
your rights and obligations.

Q: What is the role of psychological testing in
these evaluations?

A: Psychological testing provides objective data on personality, cognitive
abilities, and emotional functioning. These results complement interview
information and help the evaluator form more reliable conclusions about the
individual's mental state.

Q: How does the adversarial nature of the legal
system impact these evaluations?

A: Forensic professionals must maintain strict objectivity, as opposing legal



counsel may try to use or interpret the evaluation findings to their
advantage. The evaluator's role is to provide impartial expert opinion to the
court, not to advocate for either side.
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